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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final Office action is in response to applicant's communication received 
on March 06, 2009, wherein claims 1-4, 6-7, 35-41 and 47 are currently pending. Claim 
5 remains cancelled. Claims 8-34, and 42-46 have been withdrawn due to restriction 
requirement as stated in the previous actions. Claims 1 , 35, 39, 41 , and 47 have been 
amended. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on March 
06, 2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 6-7, 35-41 and 47 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-2, 35, 41, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1-2, 35, 41, and 47 state 
"determining a priority value... by providing priority categories." However, neither the 
claims nor the specification discloses what a "priority category/categories" is/are and 
how "priority categories" determine a priority value. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-4, 6-7, 35-41 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brodersen et al., (U.S. 2002/0029161) in view of Jones et al., (US 
2003/0033187). 

8. As per claims 1-2, 35, 41, and 47, Brodersen discloses a computer readable 
storage medium comprising bearing instructions which when executed by a processor in 
a computer to cause a the computer to execute flj 0028) a method for identifying and 
optimizing human resources (Abstract, If 0001 , 0014-0028 ["invention matches 
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resources, such as employees"]) for use in business projects (H 0001-002, 0041 ["needs 
of the business"]), the method comprising: 

enabling a project manager to search a database for specific human 
resources fl[ 0014) that may be used for participation in projects (Abstract, fflj 
0015-0017), the database containing time periods during which each of the 
human resources is available and amounts of human resource participation for 
which the human resources can be used for the projects (Iffl 0014 
["workload . . .availability"], 001 5-001 7), 

wherein the projects require two or more resources to complete and the 
projects are comprised of a set of tasks, each individual task among the set of 
tasks requiring at least one qualifying attribute that qualifies each resource to 
perform a given task in the project flffl 0015 ["resources"], 0016 
["evaluated. . .qualified"], 001 7-0028); 

the searching comprising matching proposed amounts of human resource 
participation (Abstract, 0001-0013, and 0014-0028 ["matching.... resources"]), 
proposed time periods (0014-0017 ["availability"]), and the at least one qualifying 
attribute of the human resource with the available time periods, available 
amounts of human resource participation, and available qualifying attributes 
stored in the database for each of the projects (1ffl 0014-0017 ["availability rules"], 
0040-0043, 0046, 0060, 0067, 0088, 0096, 0116); 
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identifying, based on qualifying attributes necessary to complete each task 
of each project, available human resources based on the matching (0014-0017 
["availability rules"], 0040-0043, 0046, 0060, 0067, 0088, 0096, 01 16). 

Although Brodersen discloses ranking tasks ft] 0042-0046 
["weighing. ..ranking. ..tasks"], 0070 ["hierarchical"], 0007, 0121), it does not explicitly 
disclose determining a priority value for each of the projects by providing priority 
categories that identify an importance of the projects and receiving a selection of one of 
the priority categories from a user. 

However, Jones discloses determining a priority value for each of the projects by 
providing priority categories that identify an importance of the projects and receiving a 
selection of one of the priority categories from a user (Iffl 0005, 001 0, 0037, Table 1 , 
0075, 0085, 0087, 0089, and claims 2 and 14). 

Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the 
system/method of Brodersen determining a priority value for each of the projects by 
providing priority categories that identify an importance of the projects and receiving a 
selection of one of the priority categories from a user as taught by Jones since the 
claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each 
element merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination 
were predictable. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/61 1 ,31 1 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3624 

Additionally, it would also been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include in the assigning of resources to tasks method of Keller 
determining a priority value for each of the projects by providing priority categories that 
identify an importance of the projects and receiving a selection of one of the priority 
categories from a user as taught by Jones, in order to optimally match resource (human 
resources) with needs and opportunities in a constrained environment (Brodersen: fflf 
0009-0014) since doing so could be performed readily by any person of ordinary skill in 
the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

Also, Brodersen discloses presenting a proposed allocation of human resources 
to the project manager for a project based on the identified available human resources, 
but Brodersen does not explicitly disclose allocation also based the priority value of the 
project (Figs. 1-6, Iffl 0042-0046, 0065, 0083, 0091-0092, 0094, 0100-0105). 

However, Jones discloses presenting a proposed allocation of human resources 
to the project manager for a project based on the identified available human resources 
and the priority value of the project Offl 0005, 0010, 0037, Table 1, 0075, 0085, 0087, 
0089, and claims 2 and 14). 

Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the 
system/method of Brodersen presenting a proposed allocation of human resources to 
the project manager for a project based on the identified available human resources and 
the priority value of the project as taught by Jones since the claimed invention is merely 
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a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

Additionally, it would also been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include in the assigning of resources to tasks method of 
Brodersen presenting a proposed allocation of human resources to the project manager 
for a project based on the identified available human resources and the priority value of 
the project as taught by Jones, in order to optimally match resource (human resources) 
with needs and opportunities in a constrained environment (Brodersen: 0009-0014) 
and allow the user to configure tasks and assign resources to the tasks efficiently 
(Brodersen: 0026-0027, 0041-0044, 0055-0056, 0062, 0067, 0069) since doing so 
could be performed readily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue 
experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

9. As per claim 2, Brodersen discloses the method and system above in which the 
resources comprise people (disclosed throughout the reference, for example see 
Abstract, U 0001 , 0014-0028 ["employees"]). 

10. As per claim 3, Brodersen discloses the method and system above in which the 
time periods during which each of the resources is available comprise availability (fflj 
0014-0017 ["availability rules"], 0040-0043, 0046, 0060, 0067, 0088, 0096, 0116). 
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11. As per claim 4, Brodersen discloses the method and system above in which the 
amounts of participation for which the resources can be used comprise utilization (fflj 
0049, 0014-0028). 

12. As per claim 6, Brodersen discloses the method and system above also 
including a selection by a planner of resources to be used for the projects, the selection 
being made from among the optimized allocation of resources (ffll 0041 ["optimization 
engine"]). 

13. As per claim 7, Brodersen discloses the method and system above also 
including communicating with resources about the selection using a groupware program 
(|H 0128, 0066, 0014-0028, and 0042-0046). 

14. As per claim 36, Brodersen discloses the method and system above in which the 
attributes comprise qualifying attributes that define qualifications of the human 
resources Offl 0014 ["invention matches resources, such as employees"], 0015 
["resources"], 0016 ["evaluated... qualified"], 0017-0028, 0138-0139, 0142, 0154). 

15. As per claim 37, Brodersen discloses the method and system above in which the 
attributes comprise capacitive attributes that define time constraints on suitable human 
resources 0ffl 0014, 0015-0028). 

16. As per claim 38, Brodersen discloses the method and system above in which the 
capacitive attributes include availability or utilization (fflj 0014, 0015-0028). 

17. As per claim 39, Brodersen discloses the method and system above also 
including enabling the project manager to identify the importance of respective 
qualifying attributes 0046-0048, 0070, 0007, 0121). 
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18. As per claim 40, Brodersen discloses the method and system above in which the 
importance can be identified as mandatory or optional for qualification purposes Offl 
0042-0048, 0070, 0007, and 0121). 

Conclusion 

1 9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gurkanwaljit Singh whose telephone number is 

(571 )270-5392. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday 8am- 
5pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bradley Bayat can be reached on (571)272-6704. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/G. SJ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3624 
May 26, 2009 



/Bradley B Bayat/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3624 



